BM. Finally, Jarvis (Order out of Chaos: 381. 2008) supported Rankin Rodríguez & Greuter's (l.c.) position in this regard in view of there being no grounds to reject the lectotypification by Jacobs (l.c.). Thus, given Rankin Rodríguez & Greuter's (l.c.) interpretation that the type for C. baducca L. is Rheede's plate, according to them this binomial should be reserved for the Asian species, whereas the first available name for the American species is then C. frondosa Jacq.
We oppose Rankin Rodríguez & Greuter's (l.c.) position favoring the formal rejection of Capparis baducca. Although Jacobs (l.c.) selected an original element cited in the protologue (thus fulfilling Art. 9.2; McNeill & al. in Regnum Veg. 154. 2012) that cannot be superseded under Art. 9.19, we agree with Prado's (l.c.) conclusion that the specimen at BM is the more appropriate choice to fix the application of C. baducca. Jacobs's choice, although not in conflict with the protologue of C. baducca (as the chosen plate is part of the protologue), does conflict with the diagnosis, which says: "… inermis, foliis ovato-oblongis per spatia confertis perennantibus". The Asian plant said to be illustrated by Rheede (l.c.) on tab. 57 is armed with straight patent thorns up to 2 mm long, occasionally wanting (Jacobs, l.c.) as on tab. 57 itself, and regularly scattered leaves, and this species clearly does not match Linnaeus's diagnosis. This suggests to us that Linnaeus described the plant based primarily on material in his herbarium (and not on the figure) . Oswalt & al. (in Caribbean J. Sci. 42: 53-66. 2006 ). Papers of lesser scope are omitted here.
Among the principal papers where the American taxon is called Capparis frondosa Jacq. are Dodson & al. (Fl. Jauneche: 194. 1985 With regard to websites, we found that in www.data.gbif.org Capparis baducca is cited for several countries of tropical America (e.g., it appears 71 times for Mexico and 13 times for Colombia), although it is also cited for India (twice). In the same website, C. frondosa has been treated as a synonym of C. baducca. On the other hand, www.theplantlist.org is among the principal sites where C. frondosa is considered the correct name for the American taxon. Additionally, searching the Google website (14 Dec 2012), we found the following score for both names: "C. frondosa Jacq." appears 27,300 times and "C. baducca L." appears 8450 times. We also searched in Google Scholar where the results were: "C. frondosa Jacq." appears 282 times and "C. baducca L." appears 112 times.
Based on the evidence provided above, we propose the conservation of Capparis baducca L., with the specimen at BM (bar code No. 000628729) as the conserved type, in order to preserve the use of a Linnaean name. If this proposal is accepted, C. rheedei DC. will become the correct and unambiguous name for the Asian species occasionally known as C. baducca. Thus, C. baducca will apply to a Neotropical species with a wide range in Central America, the Caribbean, and northern South America (Macbride, l.c.; Standley & Steyermark, l.c.; Loveless, l.c.; Gmelin & Kjaer, l.c.; Molina Rosito, l.c.; Cowan, l.c.; Breedlove, l.c.; Renner & al., l.c.; Iltis, l.c.; Ibarra Manríquez & Colin, l.c.; Mendoza, l.c.; Martínez Salas & al., l.c.; Weaber & Chinea, l.c.; Oswalt & al., l.c.) , with C. frondosa Jacq. as its synonym.
Version of Record (identical to print version). McNeill & al. in Regnum Veg. 154. 2012) , even though the plant he described is clearly different from that of Bergius's. As such, Phymaspermum becomes a nomenclatural synonym of Osteospermum.
The name Phymaspermum could be retained by conserving either the generic name or the species name, P. junceum, with a conserved type (Art. 14.9). There are four sheets of Osteospermum junceum in Thunberg's herbarium (UPS-THUNB 20825, 20826, 20827, 20828 (Prodr. 6: 49. 1838 ), although we cannot be completely certain without florets or fruit. Clearly Lessing based his genus on this specimen, although his description of the alternating ligulate and filiform florets is dubious (unless he confused the often alternating outer row of ligulate and disc florets). Conserving P. junceum with a new type, selected from a specimen of P. leptophyllum (preferably other than the original Thunberg specimen which is rather poor, lacking florets and fruit) would prevent it from becoming a nomenclatural synonym of O. junceum but would render P. leptophyllum synonymous with it. Conversely, conservation of the generic name Phymaspermum with a conserved type (preferably P. leptophyllum as it is characteristic of the genus and in all likelihood matches the specimen originally seen by Lessing) will preserve all aspects of current usage, relegate the already enigmatic P. junceum into synonymy and avoid any disadvantageous nomenclatural changes to the currently recognized species. This is the option favoured by the authors.
Should this conservation proposal not be accepted, the next available generic name would have to be reinstated for the remaining species. Three such names exist, all described by Candolle (l.c.: 26, 49, 76) , viz. Adenachaena DC., Brachymeris DC. and Oligoglossa DC., but their adoption would require 13 to 17 new combinations depending on the generic name chosen. Phymaspermum has been recognized in all major treatments of the family for the last 181 years and is well established in the botanical literature particularly since its expansion by Bentham & Hooker (Gen. Pl. 2: 422-423. 1873 ) (e.g., Candolle, l.c.: 44; Harvey in Harvey & Sonder, Fl. Cap. 3: 160, 437. 1865; Källersjö, l.c.; Goldblatt & Manning in Strelitzia 9: 275. 2000; Germishuizen & al., Checklist S. African Pl.: 243. 2006; Kadereit & Jeffrey, Fam. Gen. Vasc. Pl. 8: 356. 2007; Oberprieler & al. in Funk & al., Syst. Evol. Biogeogr. Compos.: 638. 2009; Raimondo & al. in Strelitzia 25: 277. 2009 ). Furthermore, Phymaspermum is the nominate genus of the subtribe Phymasperminae (Oberprieler & al. in Willdenowia 37: 99. 2007 ), which would have to be renamed should conservation not be accepted.
